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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on Dec. 
12, 2005 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -1 8 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 

the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 

the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 

were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 

under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
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not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

4. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Itoh 
et al (US 6,700,989 B1) in view of Liebenow (US 6,601,074 B1) and further in view of 
Kimetal (US 5,799,081). 

Regarding claim 1, Itoh et al discloses a receiving system (Fig. 27) composed of 
a receiving device, a monitor device for displaying an output of said receiving device, 
and an external recording device to be controlled by said receiving device, said 
receiving device comprising: 

external device control means (a readout/reception device 80 of Fig. 27, col. 31, 
lines 29-61) for setting an operation of said external recording device; and 

control means (a readout/reception device 80 of Fig. 27, col. 31 , line 29 to col. 
32, line 59 and col. 34, lines 55-65) for, when a recording input is given, determining 
whether or not a program being received is copy protected, setting said external 
recording device to a recording state if said program is initially found not copy protected, 
and disabling control said external recording device if said program is found copy 
protected before recording said received program onto said external recording device; 
whereby said external recording device is prevented from recording received copy 
protected programs. However, Itoh et al does not specifically discloses on-screen 
display control means for displaying a screen corresponding to various setting states 
and arranging items on said screen and the newly added limitation "determining means 
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for determining if said program is recordable based on Entitlement Control Message 
(ECM) data and Entitlement Management Message (EMM) data". 

Liebenow teaches that the program can be requested for recording using the 
electronic program guide (EPG) (Fig. 2, col. 3, lines 18-39 and from col. 4, line 66 to col. 
5, line 57). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the capability of requesting a program to be recorded by using 
electronic program guide as taught by Liebenow into Itoh et al's system in order to 
simplify the process of requesting program to be recorded. 

The proposed combination of Ito et al and Liebenow above does not specifically 
disclose the newly added limitation "determining means for determining if said program 
is recordable based on Entitlement Control Message (ECM) data and Entitlement 
Management Message (EMM) data". 

Kim et al teaches in col. 2, lines 35-40 and in col. 3, lines 25-33 that "Access card 
22, whose size is similar to that of a general credit card, has a built-in IC. With this, the 
card receives CA-related information through a broadcast bit stream and telephone line, 
that is, a telco MODEM, in order to decide whether a user, subscriber, -selected 
channel can be viewed or not and to collect its subscription fee" and "More specifically, 
CA unit 37, included in smart card 22, is made up of smart card 38 for CA and 
microcomputer 39 operated with CA software. The CA function is performed when the 
following two kinds of data are transmitted from a broadcasting station to the IRD. In 
other words, there are two types of data such as entitlement control message (ECM) or 
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control word packet (CWP), and entitlement management message (EMM) or 
conditional access packet (CAP)". 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the CA unit as taught by Kim et al into Itoh et al's system in 
order to decide whether a user, subscriber, -selected channel of the digital broadcasting 
media can be viewed or not and to collect its subscription fee. 

Regarding claim 2, the proposed combination of Itoh et al, Liebenow, and Kim et 
al discloses all the claimed limitations as discussed above with respect to claim 1 
except for providing the claimed wherein, if said program is found copy protected when 
said recording input is given, a warning indicative of copy protection is displayed on said 
screen. 

The capability of displaying a warning indicative of copy protection on an on- 
screen display device is old and well known in the art and; therefore, Official Notice is 
taken. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the well known displaying a warning indicative of copy 
protection on an on-screen display device into Itoh et al's system in order to notify the 
user that the program can not be recorded so that the user can determine whether to 
record the program again. 

Regarding claim 3, Itoh et al also discloses the claimed wherein, when said 
recording input is given, an on-screen display is provided for stopping recording (col. 31, 
lines 29-40 and col. 34, lines 55-65). 
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Regarding claim 4. Itoh et al discloses the claimed wherein, when said recording 
input is given, a button for stopping recording is put in a selected state on said screen 
(col. 31, lines 29-40 and col. 34, lines 55-65). 

Regarding claim 5, Liebenow teaches the claimed wherein said external device 
control means controls said external recording device by using an AV mouse (the 
mouse disclosed in col. 3, lines 2-17). 

Regarding claim 6, the proposed combination of Itoh et al, Liebenow, and Kim et 
al discloses all the claimed limitations as discussed above with respect to claim 1 
except for providing the claimed wherein said external device control means controls 
said external recording device by using an IEEE 1394 interface. 

Itoh et al also disclosed in col. 2, lines 45-55 the well known IEEE1394 interface. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the well known IEEE 1394 into the combination of Itoh et al and 
Liebenow in order to increase the transmitting speed of the data because IEEE 1394 
has high transfer speed. 

Claims 7-12 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed in claims 1-6 above. 

Method claims 13-18 are rejected for the same reasons as discussed in 
apparatus claims 1-6 above. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thai Tran whose telephone number is (571) 272-7382. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. to Friday, 8:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 
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The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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